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they	 are	 assigned	 (Brouk,	 2005;	Washburn-Moses,	
2005)	or	that	middle	and	high	school	teachers	often	










	 If	 classroom	 teachers	 are	 among	 the	 greatest	
By Ann Fullerton, Barbara J. Ruben,
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Evaluation Tools and Procedures 
























 School-wide Program Evaluation Survey (SPES). The	SPES	 survey	 is	 ad-
ministrated	to	all	teacher	candidates	in	the	university	upon	program	completion	
and	one	year	later.	Responses	of	the	SDEP	graduates	to	the	following	items	were	




	 Interviews with Graduates (Int-G).	Mid-way	through	their	first	year	of	teaching,	
five	graduates	of	the	2006-07	cohort	were	asked	if	they	used	any	of	the	concepts	
and	skills	taught	in	the	program	and	if	so,	to	provide	examples.	











	 Do SDEP teacher candidates and graduates accommodate the needs of indi-
vidual students within inclusive classrooms?
	 During	the	first	month	of	the	program,	95%	of	the	candidate	self-reflections	
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accommodations	occur	 after	planning,	 classroom	 teachers	might	 think	 ‘It’s	 too	
much	work,	I	don’t	have	time	to	make	a	different	worksheet.	If	they	don’t	get	it,	
they	don’t	get	it.’	SDEP	candidates	always	plan	with	accommodations	in	mind.”	























students,	 including	 students	 with	 IEPs,	 ELL	 students,	 and	 other	 students	 who	
struggled	in	their	classes.	
Evaluation Question 2
	 Do SDEP candidates and graduates engage in differentiated planning, assess-
ment, and instruction for a diverse range of learners?
Ann Fullerton, Barbara J. Ruben, Stephanie McBride, & Susan Bert
53







ation	 (M=3.5)	and	one	year	after	graduation	 (M=3.3)	 they	 rated	 themselves	as	
competent	(proficient)	compared	with	other	teachers	in	this	area.	



















 Faculty Work Sample Review (FWSR).	Faculty	found	evidence	in	work	samples	
that	indicated	candidates	had	engaged	in	differentiated	planning	and	instruction.	
Candidates	gathered	information	for	planning	through	learning	profiles,	informal	
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Evaluation Question 3:
	 How do SDEP teacher candidates and graduates view collaboration and engage 
in collaboration? 























 Interviews with supervisors (Int-S).	University	supervisors	observed	SDEP	
candidates	in	content	area	classrooms	collaborating	more	with	special	educators	
and	ELL	specialists	while	also	using	educational	assistants	more	effectively	than	








 School-wide program evaluation survey (SPES). Upon	program	completion,	five 
of	the	13	graduates	who	provided	written	comments	said	that	the	collaboration	mod-
eled	by	faculty	and	practiced	with	their	peers	was	a	valuable	part	of	the	program.	
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 Interviews with principals (Int-P).	Comments	from	principals	who	had	hired	
SDEP	graduates	as	content	area	 teachers	echoed	 those	of	 the	supervisors.	One	





































































exclusively	 with	 either.	 Some	 graduates	 who	 accepted	 traditional	 positions	 as	
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either	a	special	educator	or	a	content	area	teacher	stated	they	did	not	identify	with	
either	of	 these	 roles	 as	 traditionally	defined.	 Instead,	 they	 saw	 themselves	as	 a	
bridge	between	special	and	general	education	on	behalf	of	students	and	felt	that	
collaboration	skills	were	crucial	to	this	role.
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